
remaining bones was sent to the Director of the National
Museum at Washington, and the following reply has been re¬

ceived by me :
"The matter is one of great interest from a paleontológi¬

ca! point of view, and I have taken the liberty of at once
submitting your letter to the Director of the Smithsonian
Institution, asking him to write you in regard to the matter
and send a qualified paleontologist to investigate the dis¬
covery, classify or coin a name for it, and obtain it. The
skeleton you speak of is certainly larger than any on record
anywhere in the world and it is highly important that it
should be preserved in the National Museum."

It has been named by local scientists monocerosichthysaurus
and plesiosaurus. It evidently belongs to neither. By com¬
parisons with descriptions, and from recollections of the
larger casts of fossil saurians, the head and vertebras belong
to neither of them. The eye sockets are four feet in diame¬
ter, with the supra-orbital notch th'e same as in the human
cranium, with a space of twenty inches between the sockets,
making the diameter of the skull nine feet and eight inches,
with a small brain cavity comparatively. The vertebras
measures twelve inches each way, and the distance from tip
to tip of the transverse processes is forty inches, and resem¬
bles those of a mammal rather than a fish. The os hyoïdes is
thirty-eight inches long, a rib thirteen feet eight inches
long, circumference thirty-three inches, and two triangular-
shaped bones corresponding to right and left, three and one-
half by twelve feet, the use of which is conjectured, but sup¬posed to be propellers or fins.

Local scientists who have expressed an opinion, and many
have examined it, do not pretend to name it and believe it
to belong to no recorded species. It has been variously esti¬
mated to have been from sixty to three hundred feet long.
I think the latter more nearly correct.

Yours truly, R. L. Patterson, M.D.

Expert Witnesses.
Chicago, Ill., April 20, 1895.

To the Editor:\p=m-\Thefollowing bill is now before the Illinois
State Legislature as House Bill 767, and the Committee on
Legislation of the State Medical Society asks every member
of the profession in the State to assist in its passage by
writing at once to his State Senators and Representatives,
urging their support of the measure.

D. W. Graham, Chairman.
A BILL.

For an Act to Regulate the Taking of Expert Testimony in Civil
and Criminal Proceedings.
Section 1.\p=m-\Beit enacted by the People of the State of Illinois,

represented in the General Assembly, That in any case on a trial
in a court of record in this State where expert testimony is
to be introduced by both the prosecution and the defense,
and also in any other case in the discretion of the court, the
presiding judge shall, either of his own motion, or at the re-
quest of either party to the suit, subp\l=oe\naone or more per¬
sons who shall be known as court witnesses.

Sec. 2.—Such court witnesses shall be citizens of the State,
of known personal probity, and only such as are recognized
in the communities where they reside as having special
knowledge and experience pertaining to the subjects upon
which they are to testify ; and if physicians, they shall have
been not less than five years in lawful and active practice.

Sec. 3.—The presiding court shall fix the fees of such court
witness or witnesses, but in no case shall the fees allowed
such court witness exceed fifty ($50) dollars per day. Such
witnesses shall be paid in the manner provided by law
for other witnesses, except that in criminal cases the fees of
such witnesses shall be paid by the county.

Wants it Published.
[TELEGRAM.]
Philadelphia, Pa., April 23,1895.

To the Editor:\p=m-\PhiladelphiaCounty Medical Society earn-

estly requests immediate publication of decision of Judicial
Council referred to in Editor's comment on Dr. Roberts'
letter. Charles H. Thomas, Chairman.

Answer:\p=m-\TheChairman was informed that permission
would be asked of the Chairman of the Judicial Council to
print the decision as requested, and Dr. Brown was accord-
ingly asked by the same mail for such permission.

ASSOCIATION NEWS.
The Quimby Amendment.

Jersey City, N. J., April 19, 1895.
To the Editor:\p=m-\Please find inclosed a letter from Dr.

Strong (of Colorado) to me, which I would like very much
to have you publish in the Journal. This letter of Dr.
Strong's advocates the amendment which I proposed at San
Francisco last year. You may remember that I offered to
amend the Constitution by striking out the words, "Surgical
Instruments" in line 2, clause 5, Article 1. These words
should never have been placed in the Constitution in their
present relation, as they are disjointed and out of harmony
with the rest of the Article. It causes a severe strain of the
imagination to find any logical relation between quack or

patent medicines and surgical instruments. This amend-
ment I offered last year, I think ought to pass at our coming
meeting, as it is in the line of progress of the present age,
and in exact justice to the laborer, who is certainly worthy
of his hire.

I hope, Mr. Editor, you will see your way clear to advocate
the amendment in our valuable Journal.

Yours very truly, I. N. Quimby, M.D.
April, 1895.

Dr. I. N. Quimby,
Dear Sir:—Permit an old M.D., who has seen two genera¬

tions of Doctors of Medicine come and go, to express his
gratification upon the resolution offered by you at the last
meeting of the American Medical Association, to so
amend the so-called ethical Code of the profession, as to en¬
courage useful surgical inventions, by permitting members
of the profession to avail themselves of the protection the
government furnishes to the inventor of any novel and
useful instrument or appliance. I think I speak auctoritate
doctissimi Hippocrati in what I have to say briefly in sup¬port of your proposed amendment to our Code.

To those who know my horror of all patent nostrums, of
all quacks and quackery, of all self-advertising by medical
frauds, I need make no personal defense for my argument.
To any one who has witnessed the wonderful achievements
of the present century in the domain of useful invention»
under the protection and stimulus of patent and copyrightlaws, inventions that have wrought changes in human ex¬
istence, human progress and human enjoyment upon the
earth, more marked and marvelous than the dream of
Utopia or than the imagination portrays of the possible en¬
joyments permitted to the inhabitants of some far-distant
and favored planet, the fact that there still exists amongthe musty unwritten statutes of the medical profession, a
law in effect prohibiting the granting by the government
to any member of that profession any protection, any prop¬erty right, in an original discovery or invention made byhim for the benefit of his fellow-men, however useful to
the world, and at whatever sacrifice of time, and by what¬
ever exercise of mental gifts; such a law must seem a
strange anachronism—a relic of some past age of ignorance,
the age of Savonarola or Galileo, when it was a crime to
think, to invent, to make any progress that should endan¬
ger the hold of superstition upon the human mind. God
knows that our profession is a most toilsome, weary, almost
slavish vocation—to live to toil, to toil to live ; to die gener¬ally de bonis non, trusting our brief and narrow fame to the
kindly memory of surviving neighbors, and our families to
the tender mercies of the followers of more lucrative callings.

Can it be that there is a moral wrong in encouraging mem¬
bers of our profession, gifted with inventive power, to dis¬
cover new and better instrumentsand appliances to be used
in the profession of surgery? In all the most advanced na¬
tions a reward is supposed to be offered for every useful in¬
vention. This is done by the government protecting the
property of the inventor ; and this protection is based upon
the indisputable moral right of every man to the possession
of what he shall create or produce—hence patent and copy¬right laws. Most of the inventions which have added so
much to the well-being of society are the result of the prop¬erty protection afforded by the patent law. It savors of bar¬
barism to argue that the man who manufactures reapersand steam engines and telegraphs has a better propertyright than the man who invented them, without which in-
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vention they would not be manufactured. While it is not
possible to know how many of the most useful inventions
are the result of the reward thus offered to the discoverer
and producer, we do know that in those countries where no
such reward is given, through the protection of the govern¬
ment to the inventor, there has been little progress made
from the semi-barbarism of the Dark Ages.

The arguments against giving to the inventors in surgery
the protection guaranteed to all other novel and useful in¬
ventions, rests upon what might be called a moral theory,
which is expressed by saying that it is immoral for a sur¬
geon to accept the reward that all other inventors receive.
If so, then it is immoral for the government to create and
protect property-rights in inventions, the purpose of which
is to relieve physical suffering, while it is in every way
proper and commendable that the government should pro¬
tect the property-right in a locomotive, an incubator or a
mouse trap. This conception of the distinction between
these two classes of inventions and inventors rests upon the
supposed deteriorating influence the giving of such property-
right would have upon the character of the inventor, and
upon the morale of the medical profession—for I insist that
my assumption is logical, that if by reason of its bad influ¬
ence upon the profession, of rewarding the surgeon who by
long study, experiment and expense, does invent a success¬
ful instrument, he should not be permitted to accept any
compensation for his time, labor and expense; then it is
wrong for the government to offer such a compensation. It
has never been contended that such a reward has had a de¬
teriorating or in any way baneful influence upon the char¬
acter of the great inventors in the field of the useful arts
and in the scientific and literary vocations. In the half
century most productive of such inventions, beginning with
Morse and coming down to Bell and Edison, it has never
been contended that they or Tennyson and Browning and
Longfellow and Emerson and Froude and Bancroft and Ma·
cauley and Spencer and a hundred others, venerable, lovable,
adored by all good men, and who have done much to elevate
and sweeten human life, did anything immoral or anything
that cast the thinnest cloud, the adumbration of a shadow
upon their glorious lives and their eternal fame by accept¬
ing the reward given by the government in the property-
right it guaranteed them, in the divine creations they gave to
world. Except for that reward, most of the best things in
all our literature would have no existence, for these men
lived by their pen. Longfellow resigned his professorship
at Harvard that he might give us "Evangeline"; Emerson
left the old church in Boston, where his unremembered
ancestors preached, that he might give us "The Conduct of
Life"; Spencer quit the office of an engineer that he might
think and evolve and write. Macauley relinquished a gov¬
ernment salary that he might give to posterity his great
prose epic of the Stuart dynasty. Except they had assur¬
ance that their country would protect her most worthy cit¬
izens against a piracy less honorable than Algerine, there
had been no "Evangeline," no "Conduct of Life," no Macau-
ley's "History of England." If there be one field where,
above all others, every possible encouragement should be
offered by the government and the profession to the devo¬
tion of the most intelligent and able minds in the discovery
of health-saving, pain-saving appliances, that field is sur¬
gery. It is but a remnant of an old and abandoned ethical
theory that there can be morally no contract entered into by
a professional man that his services shall be paid for, and
that the honorarium must ever be his entire dependence.
We have come upon a practical age, a common sense age, of
which one important postulate in its moral code is that
every man shall be entitled to just compensation for his
services to mankind in whatever field he shall choose to
labor. Wishing you all success, I am yours truly,

H. Strong, M.D.

To the Medical Profession.
At the meeting of the American Medical Association,

held in the city of Washington, in 1884, it was a matter of
remark that among the numerous statues of eminent men
of National reputation at the National Capital, there was
none of any representative of the medical profession, and
the suggestion that in Dr. Benjamin Rush there was a man
bo conspicuously identified with the period of the Revolu¬
tion as to make him especially entitled to this distinction,
was enthusiastically received and a committee appointed
by the President, Dr. Austin Flint, to undertake the collec-

tion of the necessary funds. For various reasons, chiefly
the difficulty of appealing directly to the widely distributed
members of the profession, the enterprise has made slow
progress, and statues to men who did not have Rush's pre¬
eminent claim as a founder of the Republic have been suc¬
cessfully completed by bodies of comparatively very much
smaller membership.

The most imposing statues of military heroes at the Cap¬
ital have cost from $20,000 to $50,000, and having in mind the
great services rendered by Dr. Rush to his country, the dig¬nity and paramount position among learned bodies of our
profession which is to be honored through him, and the
many thousands of the intelligent and cultivated citizens of
the community who fill its ranks, at least this minimum
sum should be collected for the procurement of a fittingmemorial. Fifty cents from every memberof the profession
would suffice to erect the most imposing statue at the Cap¬
ital ; but allowing for the assumed indifference of one entire
half of the profession, the committee hoped that subscrip¬
tions of $1 would have been spontaneously and speedily ten¬
dered. In this they have been disappointed, and it must
now be a matter of pride and duty with every member of
the profession, not only to contribute but to assist activelyin inducing his colleagues, friends and acquaintances to
forward to the committee without further delay, as much
as they are able, bearing in mind that this statue is
not merely to Benjamin Rush, Doctor in Medicine, however
successful as a practitioner, accomplished as a teacher, able
as a professor, eloquent as an orator, elegant as a writer,
profound as a thinker, exemplary as a citizen, and eminent
as alienist, sanitarian and social reformer, but to the
"Father of Scientific Medicine in America," and "the most
distinguished physician this country has ever produced."Member of the Continental Congress, signer of the Declara¬
tion of Independence, member of the convention which
framed the Constitution of the United States, and first Sur¬
geon-General and Physician-General of the Army of the
Revolution. Eighty-two years after his death from the
epidemic of typhus he was combating, his fame is as re¬
splendent as during the half century of his life, when he was
so conspicuous a figure in our national history. No similar
train of circumstances has since arisen, nor probably can
ever again arise, to enable any other man, however gifted,
to acquire the distinction that has made his memory a
sacred trust with every medical man of this day and of the
future. Let us all, therefore, earnestly unite in fulfilling the
obligations of that trust. The Committee.

Section on Surgery.—Preliminary Program.—Joseph Ranso-
hoff, Cincinnati, Chairman ; R. H. Sayre, New York,Secretary.

Tuesday Afternoon, May 7.
1. Address of Chairman, Joseph Ransohoff, Cincinnati

Ohio.
2. Cystoscopy, Catheterization of the Ureters and Cathe-

terization of the Kidneys in the Female, by Howard A.
Kelly, Baltimore, Md.

3. Aëro-Urethroscopy with the Exhibition of a new Instru¬
ment, by W. K. Otis, New York, N. Y.

4. The Value of Urethroscopy in Chronic Urethritis with
demonstration of the Nitze-Oberlander, Casper, and Posner
Urethroscopes and other Urethral Instruments, by Ferd. C.
Valentine, New York, N. Y.

5. Movable Kidney, by Homer Gage, Worcester, Mass.
6. Movable Kidney, by W. E. B. Davis, Birmingham, Ala.
7. The Radical Cure of Hydrocele, by D. C. Hawley, Bur¬

lington, Vt.
Wednesday Morning, May 8.

8. Appendicitis, by John B. Deaver, Philadelphia, Pa.
9. Atypical Cases of Appendicitis, by J. B. Emmert, Atlan¬

tic, Iowa.
10. Report of One Hundred Cases of Appendicitis, by

S. F. Forbes, Toledo, Ohio.
11. Paper, by J. McFadden Gaston, Atlanta, Ga.
12. What Advance has been made in the Surgical Treat¬

ment of Hernia, by W. B. DeGarmo, New York, N. Y.
Wednesday Afternoon, May 8.

13. The Treatment of Malignant Tumors by the Toxins of
the Streptococcus of Erysipelas, by Nicholas Senn, Chicago,
111.

14. Tumors of the Mammary Gland, by W. L. Rodman,
Louisville, Ky.
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15. Foreign Bodies in the Esophagus, and a Report of five
Esophageal Tumors, by A. Vender Veer, Albany, N. Y.

16. Is Total Extirpation of the Rectum ever Justified, by
J. M. Matthews, Louisville, Ky.

17. Colotomy vs. Extirpation in Cases of Cancer of the
Rectum, by L. H. Adler, Philadelphia, Pa.

18. Branchiogenous Carcinoma, by Charles A. Powers,
Denver, Colo.

19. An Original Ostéoplastie Operation for the Removal
of the large vascular Tumors growing in the Vault of the
Naso-Pharynx.Antrum of Highmore, Spheno-Maxillary,and
Pterygo-Maxillary Fissures, with presentation of Patient,
by John A. Wyeth, New York, N. Y.

20. Electrolysis in the I'reatment of Sacculated Aneurysm,
through Introduced Wire, with Report of a Successful Case,
by D. D. Stewart, Philadelphia, Pa.

Thursday Morning, May 9.
21. Scientific Uses of the Surgical Flap, by George Wiley

Broome, St. Louis, Mo.
22. Effects of the New Bullet, by J. D. Griffiths, Kansas

City, Mo.
23. Asepsis in Private Practice, by Carl* Beck, New York,

N. Y.
24. The Surgical Technique of Aseptic Wounds, by Henry

O. Marcy, Boston, Mass.
25. Fiat-Foot—Supra-malleolar Osteotomy with Report of

a Case—Photographs and Specimens of Feet of Man, Orang,
Baboon, Chimpanzee and Gorilla, by B. Merrill Rickets,
Cincinnati, Ohio.

Thursday Afternoon, May 9.
26. Diagnosis and Treatment of Tumors of the Brain, with

a Report of Seven Cases, by Emory Lanphear, St. Louis, Mo.
27. Presentation of a Case of Microcephalus Treated by

Extensive Craniotomies, by Ernest Laplace, Philadelphia,
Pa.

28. Gall-Stones in the Common Duct and their Surgical
Treatment, with remarks on the ball-valve action of float¬
ing Choledochus Stones, by Christian Fenger, Chicago, 111.

29. Skin Grafting after the Method of Thiersch, by J. C.
Oliver, Cincinnati, Ohio.

30. Hypertrophy of the Thyroid Gland; an Experimental
Study, by Wm. S. Halstead, Baltimore, Md.

Friday Morning, May 10.
31. A Confusion of Important Terms and some of the Con¬

sequences, by R. Harvey Reed, Mansfield, Ohio.
32. Excision, Erosion and Amputation in Joint Disease,

by De Forrest Willard, Philadelphia, Pa.
33. Exsection of the Knee-Joint, with Report of a Case of

complete Dislocation of the Knee, of nine years' standing,
and with especial Reference to Methods of Fixation, by S.F.
Forbes, Toledo, Ohio.

34. The Relative Frequency of Joint Tuberculosis, by-
Friday Afternoon, May 10.

35. The New Surgical Splinting—Report of Cases Exempli¬
fying it, by E. A. Tracey, Boston, Mass.

36. A Simple Method of Dressing Fractures of the Extrem¬
ities auxiliary to the Bandage, by John E. Link, Terre Haute,
Ind.

37. Deformities following Fractures of the Shafts of Bones,
by Thomas H. Manley, New York, N. Y.

Section on Laryngology and Otology.—J. F. Fulton, St. Paul,
Minn, Chairman ; Thos. J. Gallaher, Pittsburg, Pa., Secre¬
tary ; Executive Committee : E. Fletcher Ingals, Chicago,
111. ; E. L. Shurley, Detroit, Mich. ; J. E. Boylan, Cincinnati,
Ohio.

Tuesday Afternoon, May 7.
1. Address of Chairman, John F. Fulton, St. Paul, Minn.
2. Electrolysis in Treatment of Intra- and Post-Nasal

Fibroid Tumors, by J. F. Schadle, St. Paul, Minn.
3. Deflection of the Nasal Septum, by Eugene S. Talbot,

Chicago, 111.
4. Electro-vibratory Massage of the Turbinated Tissue, by

J. Mount Bleyer, New York, N. Y.
Wednesday Morning, May 8.

5. Electrolysis by a Current Controller for the Reduc¬
tion of Spurs of the Nasal Septum, by W. E. Casselberry,
Chicago, 111.

6. The Vaselin Spray-producer vs. Surgical Means as a
Successful Treatment of Nasal Inflammation, by Thos. F.
Rumbold, San Francisco, Cal.

7. Carcinoma of Larynx, with Report of Case, by Norval
H. Pierce, Chicago, 111.

8. The Bleeding Polypus of the Nasal Septum, by W.
Freudenthal, New York, N. Y.

9. A Case of Congenital Mucous Polypus of the Nose, with
Remarks, by Dunbar Roy, Atlanta, Ga.

10. History of a Case of Recurrent Nasal Fibroma, by
Price Brown, Toronto, Can.

Wednesday Afternoon, May 8.
11. Operative Treatment of Purulent Disease of the An-

trum of Highmore, with Exhibition of New Instruments, by
Walter J. Freeman, Philadelphia, Pa.

12. Report of a Case of Caries of the Sphenoid Bone, with
Specimen, by Ewing W. Day, Pittsburg, Pa.

13. Further Observations on the Sub-mucous Injection of
Creasote in Laryngeal Tuberculosis, by Walter F. Chappell,
New York, N. Y.

14. Proper Climate for the Treatment of Consumption
with Laryngeal Tubercular Lesions, by John N. MacKenzie,
Baltimore, Md.

Thursday Morning, May 9.
15. (o) Breathal Bands, with Demonstration in Situ

Naturale; (b) Relations of Food to Laryngology, by E.
Cutter, New York, N. Y.

16. Laryngology as a Diagnostic Factor in Gynecology, by
Carl Seiler, Philadelphia, Pa.

17. Notes on Several Cases of Laryngeal Neuroses, by S.
K. Merrick, Baltimore, Md.

18. A Case of Recurrent Fever of Two Years Duration,
Cured by the Removal of a Rhinolith ; Chemic Analysis of
Rhinolith and Nucleus, by W. Sheppegrell, New Orleans, La.

19. New Septum Forceps, by A. J. Erwin, Mansfield, Ohio.
Thursday Afternoon, May 9.

20. Excision of the Membrana Tympani, Malleus and
Incus, in Chronic Purulent Otorrhea, by Chas. H. Burnett,
Philadelphia, Pa.

21. Preventable Deafness and its Influence on Career, by
Jas. G. H. Nichols, New York, N. Y.

22. What are the Curative Effects of Pneumo- and Phono-
Massage on the Middle and Internal Ear, by Louis J. Laut¬
enbach, Philadelphia, Pa.

23. What the Patient Expects and What We Can Do in
Chronic Catarrh of the Tympanum or Middle Ear, with
Deafness, by Lawrence Turnbull, Philadelphia, Pa.

(Discussion to be opened by Dr. H. V. Würdemann, Mil¬
waukee, Wis.)

24. Fibrino-plastic Exudates, Etiology and Pathology,
with Report of two Cases, including Laboratory Investi¬
gation, by D. Braden Kyle, Philadelphia, Pa.

25. A Further Contribution to the Subject of Middle Ear
Operations, by S. MacCuen Smith, Philadelphia, Pa.

26. The Importance of Aural Anatomy in Routine Clinical
Practice, illustrated with Stereopticon, by B. Alexander
Randall, Philadelphia, Pa.

27. Behold, "They Tinker," by J. G. Carpenter, Stanford, Ky.
28. The Surgical Treatment of Chronic Suppurating Otitis

Media, by J. H. Bryan, Washington, D. C.
Friday Morning, May 10.

29. The Upper-Tone Limit in the Normal and Diseased
Ear, as Determined by the Galton Whistle, by H. A. Alderton,
Brooklyn, N. Y.

30. The Causes of Halitosis or Fetid Breath, by Wm. T.
Cathell, Baltimore, Md.

31. Venous Cavernosa of the Nasal Mucous Membrane, by
F. E. Boylan, New York, N. Y.

32. A Double Pediculated Naso-Pharyngeal Myxo-Fibroma,
by C. W. Richardson, Washington, D. C,

SOCIETY NEWS.
Rocky Mountain Medical Association.\p=m-\Thesurviving mem-

bers of this Association will meet as the guests of Dr. John
Morris, Secretary and Treasurer, at the Athen\l=ae\umClub,
Baltimore, on Tuesday evening, May 7, at 6:30 o'clock, P.M.

Association of Acting Assistant Surgeons of the U. S. Army.\p=m-\
A special meeting will be held in Baltimore, Md., May 8,
during the coming session of the American Medical Asso-
ciation. It is earnestly desired that every member of the
Association will make an effort to be present, to consider
matters of importance. By direction of the President.

W. Thornton Parker, M.D., Recorder, A.A.A.S.
Groveland, Mass.
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